Although sometimes thought of as peripheral to the 'centres' of economic geography in the what an Antipodean economic geography might become, and how we might extend its usefulness in this era of anthropogenic climate change.
are certainly not lacking in 'real live' active and thoughtful economic geographers who engage with others in and beyond the academy.
Although I am a ninth generation Pakeha New Zealander living in Australia, and researching in both these places in addition to western China, it had not previously occurred to me to filter our understanding of economic geography through the concept 'Antipodean'. For a long time, my training in development studies had accustomed me to thinking of researchers in the 'Antipodes' as part of the 'global north'. As noted in Wray et al., Raewyn Connell's (2007) book Southern Theory makes the important -if not entirely original -point that research based in the 'metropole' of Europe and America is often considered global, theoretical, and even universal, and research elsewhere seen as 'case studies' or similar. I had previously applied similar arguments to my project of privileging the voices of non-academic ethnic minority and marginalised women in China, considering them as global knowledge-makers and even theorists (Dombroski 2011 , Dombroski 2012 , rather than mere 'data'. But even here it seems I was unconsciously considering myself as part of the global 'metropole', as an academic based in a high-income 'developed' nation. Wray and Dufty-Jones have used Connoll's work as a springboard calling us to a different sort of project -one which challenges the whole problematic division of metropole and periphery. Positioning themselves (and those of us enrolled in their project) as neither 'southern' nor 'northern', neither 'peripheral' nor 'metropolitan', they have pushed us to consider the contributions 'Antipodean' economic geographies have already made to economic geography in 'the North'.
Another way of framing their project would be to say they are 'queering' Anglo-American economic geographies. Just as J.K. Gibson-Graham showed the diversity of economic practices already present in the 'capitalist' economy (1996, 2006) , Wray et al. show how the 'monolith' of the Anglo-American metropole is in fact already fractured, diverse and shot through with a bright streak of 'Antipodean' brilliance! Chris Gibson further queers the metropole in his reflections on his stay at Clark University (considered a 'centre' for economic geography), noting that 'those perceived to be at the core of Anglo-American hegemony are not at all uninterested in the outside world, or smug with centrality' (pg 13).
Highlighting fractures and fissures in Anglo-American economic geography is one approach to queering its apparent hegemony, and this approach is woven subtly through the article where northern scholars are not lumped into 'a single homogenous category' (pg XX), but accorded complexity and hybridity. One way to further this project of queering the AngloAmerican metropole would be to highlight all the different non-Anglo-American contributions to the subdiscipline (a sort of diverse economy of economic geography), some of whom were mentioned in the concluding remarks of Wray et al. The approach Wray et al. have taken is an alternative route of queering the monolith. Drawing on a sense of Antipodean otherness and difference, they trace some particular strands threaded through the cloth of economic geography. These strands, although already tightly woven in a complicated global garment, have been pulled and tugged a little, pointed out, and named as 'Antipodean'. These multiple and complex interconnections and engagements show that there is no need for us to re-perform and thus re-inscribe a binary in which it has already been determined who holds power and who does not. Through their intervention -a symposium, an article, many discussions, the term 'Antipodean Economic Geography' -Wray and Dufty-Jones have highlighted the potential responsiveness and reconfigurability of power globally. Wray et al. have shown some of the potential of an 'edgy' position that is both 'here' and 'there'. Rather than considering 'Antipodean Economic Geography' as a description of something that 'is' (that must be described, delineated, somehow proven to be correct), why not consider it as a springboard from which we might collectively think through what (an antipodean) economic geography might become? performing problematic divisions such as north/south, metropole/periphery, West and the rest, and of course Antipodean -yet they have persisted with the concept in order to draw our attention to a matter of concern they see as potentially useful.
Assembling an Interconnected Antipodean Economic Geography
ii How might we use this concept to further economic geography? In light of this piece, we might look for ways of producing geographic knowledge (in the Antipodes and our other places of work) that do not decide beforehand where the power lies. In the spirit of Connell's call for the development of a social science that serves democratic ends ' (2007: 230) via the principles of mutual learning, respect, and recognition, an Antipodean economic geography might use its edgy position to highlight already democratising modes of research, those that extend knowledge-making and theory-making potential to those outside the global northand also outside the academy and even beyond the human world. In the symposium session run by the Community Economies Collective iii , we attempted to share and demonstrate strategies for seeing and cultivating more diverse economic geographies, where possibility lies latent in multiple places and spaces. We noted that these possibilities often take the form of chance encounters and interpersonal relationships across difference, but are nonetheless important in our research practice. One of the concepts we used to help us see and take note of the role these relationships and encounters play in our research is that of hybrid research collectives.
Engaging with Others via Hybrid Research Collectives
Gibson-Graham and Roelvink employ the concept of hybrid research collectives to think about how we (as a collective of researchers including lay, human and non-human) might begin to enact an economic ethics for the Anthropocene (2009). 'Hybrid collective', as first used by Callon and Rabeharisoa (2003) , is a way of referring to a collective of researchers that includes non-academics and even the technologies and institutional frameworks that allow them to collaborate to produce new knowledge. Australian economic geographer Gerda
Roelvink further refined the concept in her work, adding 'research' to the term to help focus attention on the directive agency of the collective particularly in research and knowledgemaking (2008, 2010) . The idea has been taken up by a number of Antipodean researchers in recent times (Cameron et al. 2011 , Cameron et al. 2012 , Cave et al. 2012 , Dombroski 2012 , in a variety of places and topics (Australian farms and community gardens, parent-childcommunity hygiene knowledges, lay researchers in the Phillipines, and most recently in community-university collaborations in Hamilton, New Zealand).
For our purpose here, a hybrid research collective is a useful way of thinking about how So what then, might an Antipodean hybrid (economic geography) research collective become? Recognising the long-distance, cross-cultural, interdisciplinary, inter-species, and extra-university linkages that make up our work, we might work together with non-academic others to continue to 'queer' economic geography. We might work at shifting it away from the hallowed domains of famous Northern dead guys and giving it new life in a new era, where engaging with all kinds of others to rethink the economy and our 'high energy, high consumption, and hyper-instrumental societies' (Plumwood 2007:1) is of crucial importance.
